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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is in response to the amendment filed on June 3, 2003. 

2. The objections to specification and claims are withdrawn in view of applicant's 
amendment. 

3. Claims 17-19 and 21-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102. 

4. Claims 1-3, 5-12, 15-16, and 23-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a). 

5. Claims 4, 13-14, and 20 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

Drawings 

6. Figures 1 and 2 should be designated by a legend such as —Prior Art— because only that 
which is old is illustrated. See MPEP § 608.02(g). A proposed drawing correction or corrected 
drawings are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Objections 

7. Claims 5 and 6 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

- in claim 5, line 3, "the group" should be changed to "a group" and "xDSL" should be 
spelled out to avoid any confusion over its meaning; and 
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- in claim 6, "ADSL, SDSL, VDSL, HDSL, and RADSL" should each be spelled out to 
avoid any confusion over their meanings. 
Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U. S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for jpatent, or on an international application by another who 
has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S. C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 1999 
(AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 2002 
do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly from an 
international application filed before November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the 
reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AIPA 
35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

9, Claims 17-19 and 21-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Garden et al. (USPN 6,298,062 Bl). 

Per claim 17, as shown in Fig. 2, Gardell et al. teach a derived voice over data packet 
network comprising a derived voice over data termination device (gateway 32) located in a wire 
center (a central office of the PSTN, col. 6, lines 44-46) and coupled to a client premise (where 
devices on the PSTN are located) over a single metal wire pair (a connection connecting a 
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telephone 26 at the client premise to a central office is inherently a single metal wire pair), and a 
derived voice over data switch (router 34) coupled to the derived voice over data termination 
device (gateway 32) and to a public switched telephone network (router 34 is coupled to router 
34 and to the PSTN 22 via gateway 32) (see also col. 6, lines 28-46). 

Per claim 18, as shown in Fig. 2, Gardell et al teach a derived voice over data switch 
(router 34) is coupled to the PSTN via a voice gateway (H,323 gateway residing in the gateway 
32) and a voice switch (a voice switch is inherently residing in the PSTN 22). 

Per claim 19, as shown in Fig. 2, Gardell et al. teach a regional switching center which 
includes the derived voice over data switch (it is inherent that a regional switching center is part 
of the PSTN, and because the regional switching center must include/serve a central office and 
the gateway 32 is located in the central office as mentioned in col. 6, lines 44-46, therefore, it is 
also inherent that the regional switching center includes the gateway 32). 

Per claim 21, as shown in Fig. 2, Gardell et al. teach a method for providing base band 
voice telephony to a client telephone comprising providing a derived voice over data 
termination device (gateway 32) in a wire center (central office of the PSTN, col. 6, lines 44- 
46), providing a base band analog connection (a connection connecting between a telephone 26 
at the client premise where devices on the PSTN are located and the central office is inherently a 
base band analog connection) between the client telephone (telephone 26) and the derived voice 
over data termination device (gateway 32), transmitting base band analog voice signals 
between the client telephone (telephone 26) and the derived voice over data termination device 
(gateway 32) in the wire center (central office of the PSTN) (col. 4, lines 8-25 and col. 6, lines 
28-46) and transmitting derived voice over data signals between the derived voice over data 
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termination device (gateway 32) and a voice gateway (H.323 gateway residing in the gateway 
32) to a public switched telephone network (PSTN 22) (col 4, lines 8-25 and col. 6, lines 28-46). 

Per claim 22, as shown in Fig. 2 of Gardell et al., it is inherent that the connection 
connecting between the client telephone (26) and the central office of the PSTN where the 
derived voice over data termination device (gateway 32) is located (col. 6, lines 44-46) is over a 
single metal wire pair such as a tv^sted pair of copper wires. 

aaim Rejections -35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. PatentabiUty shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

1 1 . Claims 1-3, 5-12, and 15-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bossemeyer, Jr. et al. (USPN 6,335,936 Bl) in view of Gardell et al. (USPN 6,298,062 Bl). 

Per claim 1, as shown in Fig. 1, Bossemeyer, Jr. et al. teach a connection (a subscriber 
loop 12) between the client premise (a telephone subscriber 10) and the central office (20) 
wherein the connection carries analog frequencies (analog telephone line carries analog 
frequencies) (col. 2, lines 55-58). 

However, Bossemeyer, Jr. et al. fail to teach a derived voice data termination device 
locating outside of the client premise and connecting it o the connection. 

As shown in Fig. 2, Gardell et al. teach a derived voice over data termination device 
(gateway 32) located outside of the client premise (housed in a central office of the PSTN and 
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connected to telephone 26 via an analog line, see also col. 6, lines 32-34 and 44-46) and 
configured to convert between base band signals and derived voice over data signals utilizing 
derived voice over data technology (col 4, lines 8-25 and coL 6, lines 28-46). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in at art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate a derived voice over data termination device of Gardell et al. into the 
system of Bossemeyer, Jr. et al. by collocating the derived voice over data termination device in 
the central office and connecting it to the connection to the cUent premise as suggested by 
Gardell et al. (col. 6, lines 44-46 and Fig. 2) to provide subscribers with a voice over data calling 
option for cost savings purposes as well known in the art. 

Per claim 2, since the derived voice over data termination device (gateway 32 in Fig. 2 of 
Gardell et al.) is located in the central office, therefore, powered by the central office, and 
connected to the connection to the client premise in the combined system of Bossemeyer, Jr. et 
al. and Gardell et al. presents a constant source of line voltage, typically 48 volts, it is inherent 
that the connection to the client premise is powered by the derived voice over data termination 
device. 

Per claim 3, it is clear that the connection (Bossemeyer, Jr. et al., a subscriber loop 12, 
Fig. 2, col. 54-58) of the combined system of Bossemeyer, Jr. et al. and Gardell et al. between 
the client premise (a telephone subscriber 10, Fig. 2, col. 2, lines 54-58) and the derived voice 
over data termination device (Gardell et al, gateway 32, Fig. 2, col. 6, lines 28-46) is over a 
single metal wire pair (Bossemeyer, Jr. et al., a twisted pair of copper wires, col. 2, lines 54-58). 

Per claim 5, as shown in Fig. 2, Bossemeyer, Jr. et al. teach a digital subscriber line 
access multiplexer (DSLAM 24) (col. 3, lines 62-col. 4, lines 1-6). However, Bossemeyer, Jr. et 
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al. fail to teach connecting the DSLAM to the derived voice over data termination device via a 
port selected from the group consisting of xDSL, DSl, DS3, OC-3, OC-12, Ethernet, E3, El, and 
OC-48. 

As shown in Fig, 2, Gardell et al. teach the derived voice over data termination device 
(gateway 32 with H.323 gateway located in the central office of the PSTN is connected to the 
PSTN, col. 6, lines 28-46, see also col. 4, lines 4-26). 

Given the teaching of Gardell et al., it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art 
to modify the connection of the DSLAM of Bossemeyer, Jr. et al. by connecting the derived 
voice over data termination device connected to the PSTN to at least one port of the DSLAM of 
Bossemeyer, Jr. et al. so that the data traffic carrying voice outputted from the DSLAM can be 
converted to voice signals by the derived voice over data termination device for further 
transmission on the PSTN as taught by Gardell et al. (col. 4, lines 8-26). 

Further, Bossemeyer, Jr. et al. teach that the DSLAM also supports different topologies 
of network 40 and supports various port rates such as OC-3, DS-1, and higher rates such as OC- 
12 (col. 3, lines 65-col. 4, lines 1-4). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the 
art to include xDSL (different flavors of DSL), Ethernet, E3, El, and OC48 into a group of ports 
supported by the DSLAM to accommodate different transmission rate requirements and network 
topologies. 

Per claim 6, although Bossemeyer, Jr. et al. teach ADSL (col. 3, lines 23-44), but fail to 
explicitly teach that xDSL includes SDSL, VDSL, HDSL, and RADSL, it would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art to include ADSL, SDSL, VDSL, HDSL, and RADSL into xDSL 
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as they are different schemes of digital subscriber Hnes which are available today for providing 
high-speed digital transmissions to the subscribers over twisted-pair facility. 

Per claim 7, Bossemeyer, Jr. et al. fail to teach that the derived voice over data 
termination device is selected from the group consisting of voice over ATM, voice over data 
network, voice over IP, and voice over frame relay termination devices. However, Gardell et al. 
teach that the derived voice over data termination device (the gateway 32 in Fig. 1) comprises a 
voice over IP H.323 gateway (col. 4, lines 8-25 and col. 6, lines 34-38). Therefore, it is inherent 
that the derived voice over data termination is selected from the group consisting of voice over 
ATM, voice over data network, voice over IP, and voice over frame relay termination devices. 

Per claim 8, Bossemeyer, Jr. et al. fail to teach that the derived voice over data 
termination device is located in a wire center. Gardell et al. teach that the derived voice over 
data termination device (gateway 32 in Fig. 2) is located in a wire center (a central office of 
PSTN, col 6, lines 44-46). 

Per claim 9, Bossemeyer, Jr. et al. fail to teach that the derived voice over data 
termination device is configured to receive and generate from base band voice signals packetized 
digital voice data. However, Gardell et al. teach that the derived voice over data termination 
device (gateway 32 in Fig. 2) is configured to receive and generate firom base band voice 
signals packetized digital voice data (col. 6, lines 34-38, see also co. 4, lines 8-26). 

Per claim 10, Bossemeyer, Jr. et al. teach that the customer premise equipment (CPE 
such as telephone 52 and a PC 60) as shown in Fig. 3 is coupled to a connection (the subscriber 
loop 12) (col. 4, lines 20-33). Gardell et al. teach the derived voice over data termination device 
(gateway 32 in Fig. 2) is also coupled to customer premise equipment (devices on the PSTN) via 
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a connection. Therefore, it is inherent in the combined system of Bossemeyer, Jr. et al. and 
Garden et al., the customer equipment is coupled to the connection between the client premise 
and the derived voice over data termination device. 

Per claim 11, Bossemeyer, Jr. et al. teach that the customer premise equipment (CPE 
such as telephone 52 and a PC 60) as shown in Fig. 3 is configured to receive base band voice 
signals and digital data signals (telephone 52 is configured to receive base band voice signals and 
a PC 60 is configured to receive digital data signals). 

Per claim 12, Bossemeyer, Jr. et al. teach that a connection (subscriber loop 12) from the 
client premise (telephone subscriber 10) to the central office (20) carries both base band voice 
signals and digital data signals (Figs. 2-3, col. 4, lines 20-33), but fails to teach the derived voice 
over data termination device. As shown in Fig. 2, Gardell et al. teach the derived voice over 
data termination device locating in the central office and connecting to customer premise where 
devices on the PSTN are located (col. 6, lines 28-46). Therefore, in the combined system of 
Bossemeyer, Jr. et al. and Gardell et al, the connection between the client premise and the 
derived voice over data termination device carries both base band voice signal and digital data 
signals. 

Per claim 15, as shown in Fig. 2, Bossemeyer, Jr. et al. teach that a connection 
(subscriber loop 12) from the client premise (telephone subscriber 10) to the central office (20) 
includes a main distribution frame (MDF 26) (subscriber loop 12 is terminated at the MDF, col. 
3, lines 48-64). However, Bossemeyer, Jr. et al. do not teach the derived voice over data 
termination device coupled to the connection and the MDF. As shown in Fig. 2, Gardell et al. 
teach the derived voice over data termination device (gateway 32 comprises H.323 gateway, col. 
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4, lines 8-26) located in a central office of the PSTN, and connected to the PSTN (22) and to a 
connection to a customer premise where devices on the PSTN are located (col. 6, lines 28-46). 
Therefore, in the combined system of Bossemeyer, Jr. et al. and Gardell et al., it would have 
been obvious to one skilled in the art to connect the connection of Bossemeyer, Jr. et al. which 
includes a MDF to the derived voice over data termination device (gateway 32) of Gardell et al. 
such that the MDF is coupled between the derived voice over data termination and the client 
premise so that the digital data traffic carrying voice can be terminated onto the derived voice 
over data termination device (gateway 32) of Gardell et al. for signal conversion and PSTN 
termination as taught by Gardell et al. (col. 4, lines 8-26). 

Per claim 16, Bossemeyer, Jr. et al. fail to teach that the derived voice over data 
termination device. As shown in Fig. 2, Gardell et al. teach that the derived voice over data 
termination device (gateway 32) is a voice over data termination device configured to support 
transmission to a switch (a router 34), but fail to explicitly teach that the derived voice over data 
termination device is also configured to support transmission utilizing xDSL, DSl, DS3, OC-3, 
OC-12, Ethernet, E3, El, and OC48. However, it is well known that the derived voice over data 
termination device such as a gateway 32 of Gardell et al. can be easily configured to support 
various transmission rates/types such as xDSL, DSl, DS3, OC-3, OC-12, Ethernet, E3, El, and 
OC48 through different physical port and network configurations. 

12. Claims 23 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gardell 
et al. (USPN 6,298,062 Bl) in view of Bossemeyer, Jr. et al. (USPN 6,335,936 Bl). 

Per claim 23, as shown in Fig. 2, Gardell et al. teach the base band analog connection (a 
connection connecting between telephone 26 and the central office of the PSTN where gateway 
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32 is located, col. 6, lines 44-46) between the client telephone (26) and the derived voice over 
data termination device (gateway 32), but fail to teach a splitter and transmitting digital data 
signals between a client premise equipment and the splitter over the single metal wire pair. 

However, as shown in Fig. 2, Bossemeyer, Jr. et al. teach a splitter (28) which separates 
voice frequency from digital data signals (col. 3, Hnes 51-57 and col. 4, lines 36-40) and 
transmitting digital signals between a client premise equipment (CPE in Fig. 3, col. 4, lines 27- 
33) and the splitter (28) over a single metal wire pair (subscriber loop 12, col. 3, lines 48-51, see 
also col. 3, lines 3 1-32). 

Given the teaching of Bossemeyer, Jr. et al. in a case where the base band analog 
connection of Gardell et al. is a subscriber loop as taught by Bossemeyer, Jr. et al. and the splitter 
of Bossemeyer, Jr. et al. is also located in the central office same as the derived voice over data 
termination device of Gardell et al., it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to 
terminate the base band analog connection of Gardell et al. on the splitter (28) so that the voice 
frequency signal from the client telephone (26) of Gardell et al. can be converted to VoIP via the 
derived voice over data termination device (gateway 32) of Gardell et al. for fiirther 
transmission, and to transmit digital signals between a client premise equipment (CPE such as a 
PC 60 in Fig. 3, col. 4, Unes 27-33) and the splitter (28) over the single metal wire pair (the 
connection in claim 22) of Gardell et al. so that the digital signals can be carried to the central 
office for fiirther transmission to an appropriate data network as known in the art. 

Per claim 24, Gardell et al. fail to teach transmitting digital data signals between the 
splitter and a digital subscriber line access multiplexer. However, Bossemeyer, Jr. et al teach 
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transmitting digital data signals between the splitter (28) and a digital subscriber line access 
multiplexer (DSLAM 24) (Fig. 2 and col. 3, lines 51-64). 

Response to Arguments 

13. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-3, 5-12, 15-19, 21-24 have been 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

a) In the remarks, per claim 1, Applicants disagree that simply because the cited references 
disclose the various components of the recited system of independent claim 1 does not mean that 
the combined references disclose or even suggest the configuration of those components as 
recited in claim 1 . It is the provision of a derived voice over data termination device outside of 
the client premise that provides analog voice telephony and thus the use of a conventional analog 
telephone in the client premise while using derived voice over data technology beyond the 
termination device. 

In response, the recitation "using derived voice over data technology to provide analog 
voice telephony to a client premise" in the preamble or the purpose of using a derived voice over 
data termination device outside of the client premise as argued by the Applicants above has not 
been given patentable weight because the recitation occurs in the preamble. A preamble is 
generally not accorded any patentable weight where it merely recites the purpose of a process or 
the intended use of a structure, and where the body of the claim does not depend on the preamble 
for completeness but, instead, the process steps or structural limitations are able to stand alone. 
See In re Hirao, 535 F,2d 67, 190 USPQ 15 (CCPA 1976) and Kropa v. Robie, 187 F.2d 150, 
152, 88 USPQ 478, 481 (CCPA 1951). 
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b) In the remarks, Applicants disagree that in Gardell, the gateway 32 communicates on one 
hand with the client premise via a digital (packet switched) connection and on the other hand 
with the PSTN via an analog (circuit switched) connection. . .The Examiner suggests that it 
would have been obvious to connect Gardell's gateway coUoated in the central office to an 
analog connection to the client premise. However, such a modification would simply not make 
technical sense nor would it result in the intended purpose suggested by the Examiner. 
Specifically, connecting the gateway 32 to the client premise via the circuit switched (analog) 
connection would result in the gateway 32 converting the circuit switched (analog) signals to 
packet switched (digital) signals. But signal conversion of the circuit switched connection with 
the client premise is neither necessary nor desirable as the gateway is connected to the PSTN 
(circuit switched). In other words, one would connect the client premise directly to the PSTN as 
both are circuit switched nodes. 

In response, note that Gardell et al. teach a derived voice over data termination device 
(gateway 32) located outside of the client prendse (housed in a central office of the PSTN and 
connected to telephone 26 via an analog line, see also col. 6, lines 32-34 and 44-46) and 
configured to convert between base band signals and derived voice over data signals utilizing 
derived voice over data technology (col. 4, lines 8-25 and col. 6, lines 28-46). In other words, 
the gateway of Gardell et al. in Fig. 2 communicates with client premise via an analog line, with 
PSTN 22, and with a packet based network via router 34, and it also performs the signal 
conversion. Therefore, the gateway 32 will convert the voice base band signals over an analog 
line connected to telephone 26 of the client premise into digital signals and pass them on to the 
packet based network via router 34 for destination termination as known in the art. Thus, it 
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would make technical sense and result in the intended purpose of providing subscribers with a 
voice over data calling option for cost savings purposes as well known in the art by collocating 
the gateway in the central office and connecting it to the connection to the client premise as 
suggested by Gardell et al. (col. 6, lines 44-46 and Fig. 2). 

c) In the remarks, the Applicants further submit that there is a lack of motivation to combine 
the references. . .The mere fact that references can be combined or modified does not render the 
resultant combination obvious unless the prior art suggests the desirability of the combination or 
modification. 

In response to Applicants* argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references, 
the Examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying 
the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, 
suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 
1992). 

In this case, Gardell et al. teach that a derived voice over data termination device 
(gateway 32) may be alternatively housed in a central office of the PSTN (see specifically col. 6, 
lines 44-46) which is the same location as where the connection (a subscriber loop 12, Fig. 2) of 
Bossemeven Jr. et al. is terminated , therefore, the combination of the two references, i.e. Gardell 
et al. and Bossemeyer, Jr. et al., would have been obvious. Further, the location of the gateway 
together with its signal conversion capabilities would have made it obvious to one skilled in the 
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art to provide subscribers with a voice over data calling option for cost savings purposes v^hich 
are the well known benefit of VoIP transmission. 

d) As explained in parts a), b), and c) above, the rejections of claims 1-3,7-12, and 15-16 
are therefore maintained. 

e) In the remarks, per claim 17, Applicants argue as noted by the Examiner, Gardell does 
not teach a derived voice over data switch coupled to the PSTN. . . .Bossemeyer teaches a PSTN 
connected to a wire center. The Examiner concludes that it would have been obvious to 
incorporate a PSTN into the network of Gardell for termination of the traditional voice call in the 
PSTN. 

In response, as shown in Fig. 2, Gardell et al. teach a derived voice over data packet 
network comprising a derived voice over data termination device (gateway 32) located in a wire 
center (central office of the PSTN, col. 6, lines 44-46) and coupled to a client premise (where 
devices on the PSTN are located) over a single metal wire pair (a connection connecting a 
telephone 26 at the client premise to the central office is inherently a single metal wire pair), and 
a derived voice over data switch (router 34) coupled to the derived voice over data termination 
device (gateway 32) and to a public switched telephone network (router 34 is coupled to the 
PSTN 22 via gateway 32) (see also col. 6, lines 28-46). Therefore, the rejections of claims 17-19 
are maintained. 

f) In the remarks, per claim 21, Applicants argue that the connection between the telephone 
26 and the gateway 32 is via the PSTN and thus is not entirely a base band analog connection. 
While the signals may be base band analog on the terminating ends of the PSTN, the connection 
through the PSTN is not. In contrast, claim 21 recites that the connection between the telephone 
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and the termination device is a base band analog connection. Thus, Gardell does not disclose 
such a connection. Claim 21 also recites transmitting base band analog voice signals between 
the telephone and the termination device. Again, contrary to the Examiner's assertions, Gardell 
does not disclose such a transmission as the PSTN employ digital signaling over fiber optics. 

In response, since Gardell et al. teach that the gateway 32 may be ahematively located in 
a central office of PSTN (col. 6, lines 44-46) and the PSTN devices are also connected to the 
gateway (col. 6, lines 28-34), therefore, it is inherent that a connection connecting between a 
telephone 26 at the client premise where devices on the PSTN are located and the central office 
is a base band analog connection. 

g) In the remarks. Applicants further argue that claim 21 also recites transmitting base band 
analog voice signals between the telephone and the termination device. Again, contrary to the 
Examiner's assertions, Gardell does not disclose such a transmission as the PSTN employ digital 
signaling over fiber optics. Claim 21 recites transmitting derived voice over data signals 
between the termination device and a voice gateway connection to a PSTN. The Examiner relies 
on the secondary reference of Dunn to conclude that it would have obvious to incorporate 
transmitting derived voice over data signals and a voice gateway into Gardell to enable the client 
to place voice calls over data network. . . .Regardless, even if the references were combined, the 
resulting system would not read on claim 21 as the references fail to disclose several elements of 
claim 21, as discussed above. 

In response, as shown in Fig. 2, Gardell et al. teach transmitting base band analog voice 
signals between the client telephone (telephone 26) and the derived voice over data termination 
device (gateway 32) in the wire center (central office of the PSTN) (col. 4, lines 8-25 and col.6. 
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lines 28-46) and transmitting derived voice over data signals between the derived voice over 
data termination device (gateway 32) and a voice gateway (H.323 gateway residing in the 
gateway 32) to a public switched telephone network (PSTN 22) (col. 4, lines 8-25 and col. 6, 
lines 28-46). 

h) With regards to the explanations provided in parts f) and g) above, the rejections of 
claims 21-24 are therefore maintained. 

i) Applicant's arguments, with respect to claim 4 has been fully considered and are 
persuasive- Claim 20 also recites similar limitation as claim 4, i.e. a digital subscriber line access 
multiplexer coupled between the derived voice over data termination device and the derived 
voice over data switch. Therefore, the rejections of claims 4 and 20 have been withdrawn. 

j) Claims 13 and 14 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. The rejections of claims 13 and 14 have been withdrawn. 



14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nittaya Juntima whose telephone number is 703-306-4821 . The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 8:00 A.M - 5:00 P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chau Nguyen can be reached on 703-308-5340. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 



Conclusion 



Applieation/Control Number: 09/420,9 1 8 Page 1 8 

Art Unit: 2663 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-306-0377. 



Nittaya Juntima 
August 13, 2003 



CHAU NGUYEN 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



